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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Objections 



I 



1 . Claims 5 and 7 are objected to because of the following informalities: the claims recite 
the term "repeating server". The term is not sufficiently well known in the art or defined in the 
specification, and is therefore subjected to broad interpretation. Appropriate correction is 
required. 



The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and 
process of making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any 
person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make 
and use the same and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out 
his invention. 

2. Claims 1 , 2, and 4-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 

3. Regarding claims 1 and 4, the claims recite the limitation "discussing the contents of the 
remote control through a chatting unit", which fails to be enabling due to the fact that no parties 
were specified in the discussion process. 

4. Regarding claims 5 and 7, a "waiting room of a chatting unit" is not sufficiently well 
known in the art or described in the specification in such a way as to be enabling of one skilled 
in the art. 

5. Claims 2 and 6 are dependent upon rejected base claims and are subsequently rejected. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), 
by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a 
patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty 
defined in section 351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application 
filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United States and 
was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language, 

6. Claims 1 , 4, 5, and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Anderson et al (U.S. Patent 6,633,905), hereinafter Anderson. 

7. Regarding claims 1 and 4, Anderson shows, at a remote control server, providing a 
remote control program to a client computer (taught as the use of a remote access engine 
through "KEY-VIEW H", at col. 1 , lines 58-67), allowing a client computer to connect to a remote 
server based on a user identification and password (taught as the use of a login screen for 
remote access, at col. 50, lines 13-19), and performing the remote control of a client computer 
after discussing contents of the remote control through a chatting unit (taught as the use of a 
"Switch Modules sub-menu" for displaying all contents of a remote control, at col. 51, lines 30- 
36). 

8. Regarding claims 5 and 7, Fig. 28 shows the Keyview PC attached to multiple Host PCs, 
and is thus able to provide a remote control program to a client computer (taught as the use of a 
remote access engine through "KEY-VIEW 11", at col, 1 , lines 58-67), allow client computers to 
connect to a remote server based on a user identification and password for each (taught as the 
use of a login screen for remote access, at col. 50, lines 13-19). Anderson further allows for 
remote PCs to access the Keyview PC through the Internet or a LAN to control other Host PCs, 
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taught at col. 46, lines 28-38, and form a connection by way of an Internet Address, or IP 
address, at col. 3, lines 47-49. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this titie, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

9. Claims 2, 3, and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Anderson and Hoffert et al (U.S. Patent 5.046,1 19), hereinafter Hoffert. 

10. Regarding claims 2 and 6, Anderson teaches monitoring a change on a display of a 
server and transmitting a coordinate value of the change to a processing unit (taught as the 
transmission of exact X and Y coordinates from a KEY-VIEW PC to a Host PC, at col. 66, lines 
38-43), generating an image based on the coordinate value of change (taught as the conversion 
of an analog video signal of a Host PC to digital form, at col. 2, lines 28-34), compressing and 
transmitting the image (taught as the reduction of the video from RGB 8-8-8 format to RGB 5-5- 
5 format, at col. 32, lines 13-18), transmitting a keyboard/mouse event generated in the remote 
control server to a data transmitting/receiving unit (taught as the transmission of mouse data to 
a Host PC, which in receiving the data and transmitting its video data acts as a 
transmitting/receiving unit, at col. 66, lines 38-43), transmitting files necessary for the remote 
control to the data transmitting/receiving unit (taught as the installation of a KEY-VIEW II mouse 
driver on a Host PC, at col. 65, lines 52-57), and transmitting control data to the client computer 
(inherently taught as the Host PC is the transmitting/receiving unit). 
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Anderson, however, fails to explicitly teach the use of bitmap images to reflect the video 
input of KEY-VIEW II. 

Hoffert teaches a compression and decompression method for video data such as the 
video data used by Anderson. 

Hoffert also teaches the use of bitmap images for video data, taught as the encoding of 
4x4 pixel data into a 16-bit bitmap, at col. 1, lines 32-36. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teachings of Anderson and Hoffert before him at the time of the invention was made to combine 
the Host PC video monitoring and remote control unit of Anderson with the bitmap video 
encoding of Hoffert in order to obtain a remote PC control unit capable of representing video 
data in compressed bitmap format. 

One would be motivated to make such a combination for the obvious advantage of 
memory conservation through data compression and greater video performance. See Hoffert, 
col. 1 Jines 48-61. 

1 1 . Regarding claim 3, Anderson teaches monitoring a change on a display of a server and 
transmitting a coordinate value of the change to a processing unit (taught as the transmission of 
exact X and Y coordinates from a KEY-VIEW PC to a Host PC, at col. 66, lines 38-43), 
generating an image based on the coordinate value of change (taught as the conversion of an 
analog video signal of a Host PC to digital form, at col. 2, lines 28-34), compressing the image 
(taught as the reduction of the video from RGB 8-8-8 format to RGB 5-5-5 format, at col. 32, 
lines 13-18), transmitting a keyboard/mouse event generated in the remote control server to a 
data transmitting/receiving unit (taught as the transmission of mouse data to a Host PC, which 
in receiving the data and transmitting its video data acts as a transmitting/receiving unit, at col. 
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66, lines 38-43), transmitting files necessary for the remote control to the data 
transmitting/receiving unit (taught as the installation of a KEY-VIEW II mouse driver on a Host 
PC, at col. 65, lines 52-57), and transmitting control data to the client computer (inherently 
taught as the Host PC is the transmitting/receiving unit). Anderson also teaches performing the 
remote control of a client computer after discussing contents of the remote control through a 
chatting unit (taught as the use of a "Switch Modules sub-menu" for displaying all contents of a 
remote control, at col. 51, lines 30-36). 

Anderson, however, fails to explicitly teach the use of bitmap images to reflect the video 
input of KEY-VIEW II. 

Hoffert teaches a compression and decompression method for video data such as the 
video data used by Anderson. 

Hoffert also teaches the use of bitmap images for video data, taught as the encoding of 
4x4 pixel data into a 16-bit bitmap, at col. 1, lines 32-36. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teachings of Anderson and Hoffert before him at the time of the invention was made to combine 
the Host PC video monitoring and remote control unit of Anderson with the bitmap video 
encoding of Hoffert in order to obtain a remote PC control unit capable of representing video 
data in compressed bitmap format. 

One would be motivated to make such a combination for the obvious advantage of 
memory conservation through data compression and greater video performance. See Hoffert, 
col. 1, lines 48-61. 



Conclusion 
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The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. The reference pertains to the remote control of personal computers. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Michael Roswell whose telephone number is (703) 305-5914. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 - 6:00 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cabeca can be reached on (703) 308-31 16. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Michael Roswell 
6/17/2004 
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